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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) DeCloux. Amy 



(3) Dr. Erhlich 



(2) Sheinbein Sol 



(A) Dr. Pecker 



Date of Interview 



Jan 10. 2002 



type: a) S Telephonic b) Cyideo Conference 

c)n Personal [copy is given to 1) Opp'icant 2) [IjDplicant's representative] 



Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d) Hyes e) 



If yes, brief description: 



Clainn(s) discussed: a// pending 

Identification of prior art discussed: 
wo 91/19197 



Agreement with respect to the claims f) Qvas reached, g) ®s not reached, h) NH. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any 
other comments: 

ApDlicants contended that they should be entitled to claim an antibody specifically blndino at least one epitope of a 

heparanase protein, and not be limited to the human heparanase protein with the amino acid sequence of SEQ ID N0:1 
disclosed in the instant application, because there is only one known human heparanase protein, and because someone could 
design around such a limited set of claims by mutating a few amino acids of SEQ ID N0:1. The examiner's postion is that the 
specification has to proyide adequate written support for the claims, which includes a structural basis for the protein's activity 
to which the claimed antibody binds, and that the instant specification provides insufficient description for an antibody to any 
heparanse protein, known or unknown, other than that with the amino acid sequence of SEQ ID NO: t The examiner also 
pointed out that in the office often considers claims which recite 95% identity to a disclosed seguence in combination with a 
functional limitation. Applicants also contend WO 91/19197 is not enabled. 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims allowable, if 
available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims allowable is available, a 
summary thereof must be attached.) 

i)D It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview (If box is checked). 

Unless the paragraph above has been checked, THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST 
INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP section 713.04), If a reply to the last Office action has 
already been filed. APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE 
SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an y 
Attachment to a Signed Office action. /^^^y^ (D< t^^rz^ V/^/s \ 
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